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REiMAItKS 

Claims 1-2 nrc pcuding in Ihc present appHcalion. Claims 13 and 14 have been added, 
k'aving elainis 1, 2, 13, and 14 for consideration upon entry of the present amendment. No 
claim feci; arc due ns two independent claims (3 and 4) have been canceled while two new 
independent claims (13, 1 4) have been added. 

]. Thofl nlicinat ion i ejection of c lai m 1 in view of Japan 02-2 0 7865. 

The present invention as claimed is directed to a coaling apparatus for producing "a 
silver niiH photolhennographic material" which has the benefit of not resulting in streaking 
problems on the coaling surface, even when employed over an extended period of lime (Sec 
page 3, line 1 7 Uiroufih page 4, line 2). 

Clain^ 1 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Japan 02- 
207865, Claim 1 has been respectfully amended. No new matter has been added. 

U is respectfully asserted that Japan 02-207865 docs nol disclose the sub-paragraph (a) 
of claim 1; 

"(a) a supplier •feff^iipplviffie ' structured to separa t ely supply a photosensitive 
layer liquid coating composition comprising a silver component and a non- 
photoscnsitivc protective layer liquid coating composition; and" 
See for example present Figures 1 and 2 with separate supplies 30 and 31 for feeding 
slot coatcr 10 at upper slit 12 with protective layer 31, and for separately feeding slot coaler 10 
at lower slit II wilh photosensitive layer 30, respcclivcly. 

The USPTO argues that a "a supplier" is iuherenfly taught by Japan 02-207865 at 
Figure 2 and tvrow A and docs not actually show a supply or supplier apparatus se. 
Aj^plicants respectfully nolo that arrow A shows only one port and nol separate material feeds 
as claimed in claim 1. 

In view of the forcgoijig. claim 1 is nol anlicipated under 35 U.S.C. §I02(li) as all of 
the liniilalions of claim 1 are not laughl by ,lapan 02-207S6. Thus, the rejection of claim 1 
under 35 U.S.C'. § 102(b) has been respectfully overcome, 
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II. T he obviou sness rcje oiion of i ndc ncnHcnl claim 2 in view orOh os b. .US 5.484.629. . i^Cy t y.j -^^^r 

Claim 2 stands rejected under 35 O.S.C. 103(a) as obvious in view of Ghosh '629. 

Gho.sh discloses in the ABSTRACT that "A coating apparatus (10) for coaling a 
rfltliiilion-sctisitivc emulsion (30) on a pholo^raphic support (24) is fabricated from hopper 
bars (12) hrtviiig a ceramic coating surface (20). 

Present independent Claim 2 has been amended in similar fashion to claim 1 . No new ^ 
matter has been nddcd. Sf^. 

It is respectfully asserted that Ghosh docs not toach or suggest sub- pai-agraph (a) of 
claim 2 wherein: 

"a) a supplier fof-s«t*t^f>g structur ed to seoara tcl v supply a photosensitive layer | 

liquid coaling composition comprising a silver component and a non-photosensitive 

protective layer liquid coating composition; and" CD 

O 

I'or example, sec Tiguro 1 of Ghosh '607 wherein feeds 1 6 feed a single "coating O 
liquid" as described at col. 3, lines 30-33. No discussion of the claimed limitations of claim 2 ^5 
is present in Ghosh '607, i.e, a supplier stmc tufcd l o separately su pply ... Instead, Gliosh '607 | 
is din?ctcd lo forming and Ilnishing the ceramic in a certain manner and does not discuss or 
suggest any specifics of a supplier stmclurc as claimed in claim 2. Thus all of the limitations 
of claim 2 are not Uuighl or suggested by Ghosh '607. Accordingly, the rejection of claim 2 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) has been respectfully overcome. 

III. , Th e obviousne ss r ejection of cla im 2 in view of t h e combination of Ghosh and Fuku da. 

Claim 2 was rejcctc<l under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as obviousness over Ghosh in view of 
Fiikuda. Claim 2 has been amended as discussc<l above at section IF, 

I'uknda does not make up for the deficiencies discussed above at II and the same 
orgimicnts above apply. Tlicreforc, a prima facie case of obviousness as required by MPEP 
706.020) citing the palcnt laws is not established by the combination. 
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ly. Ne w clnimU . 

As 5lK)Vvri in I'igure 2 of Japan '865 and Ihc Rnglish Abslracl, applicants (wlio can read 
Japan 'SOS) aliio nolo that 'S65 discloses on page 2, in lert-low column, in lines 3-14 lliat *1n 
Fi^, 2 showinij coaling liciuid discharging port 7, fronl edge surface 5 is formed on the upper 
side, and back edge surface 6 is fonncd on Ihc lower side. The flexible non-magnetic base 
film 8 is feil in the anow jnark D along Iho fronl edge surface 5 and ihc back edije surface 6, 
find magnetic cooling which has been discharged from iho coating liquid discharging port 7 is 
coated onto the basii fihn 8, thereby niafinctic coaling layer 9 is formed. To be worth notice 
here, the average cenLor-Unc surface roughness (Ra) is set to be less tlian 5.0 ^m". CD 

That is» in Japjm '865, Ihe buck edge surface 6 of the lip plajie which is provided 7*" 
downstream of cOwiling liquid discharging port 7, has the center-lino surface roughness O^a) of ^ 
less than 5.0 /mi aJi can be scon by Figure 2. 

]]\ contrast, in the present invention, as shown in Fig. 2, photosensitive layer hquid Q 
coalinj.^ composition 30 is discharged from lower layer slit 1 1 and is applied onto web 41 5! 

<D 

o 

o 

composition 3 1 discharged from upper layer slit 1 2 is also applied onto web 41 while brought -^q 
into contact wiili back hp 1 5 which is arranged downstream. (See page 8, linos 9-17). 

That is, photosensitive layer liquid coaling composition 30 is brought into contact with 
fVonl lip 1 3 and center lip 14. However, il is not brought into contact with tlic back lip 15. 

Furthermore, as discussed on page 9, in lines 8-18, "Tt was then discovered lliat in order 
to ininimi/.o llic doposilion and secured adhesion of silver components, il was effective to 
finish the surface of front lip 13 and center lip 14, which came into contact wilh the 
photosensitive la3'cr liquid coating composition, to result m near mirror plane smootlnicss. 
The aforesaid investigations were conducted further. As a result, it was proved that when the 
center line surface roughness of aforesaid lips 13 and 14 was 0.5 /irn or less, no problems 
occurred <luo to adhesion of silver sails". 
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Accordingly, Jiipnn *865 docs not disclose or stiggest the feature (b) of new claim yia-x^^ r.c;".&. :c— \j-v. 
which Ihc slol coiitcr ( 1 0) comprising a lip plune ( 1 3, 14 in Fig. 2) provided upstream, in a ^ 
conveyance direction of the web, of a slit (12) from wliich the non-photoscnsilivc v^rotecliw - . 
layer liquid coaling composition is discharged, which comes into contact with the 
photosensitive layer liquid coating composition, wherein a center-line surface roughness Raof 
the lip plime is equal to or less than 0.5 /*m. 

Accordingly, new claim 3 patcntably distinguishes over Japan *S65 and the other 
references, under 35 ILS.C. §102 as well as under 35 U.S.C. §103. 



V. New elaiiiiM. ^ 
Applicants note that the references do not disclose or suggest the feature (b) ofncw c/> 
claim 4 in which the slide coatcr (20) comprising a slide plane (25) provided downstream of a ^ 

< 

Q 



slil (22) from which the photosensitive layer liquid coating Composition (33) is discharged 
and fiows toward the web (41), which comes into contact with the photosensitive layer liquid 
coating composition, wherein a center-line surface ronghncss Ua of the slide plane is equal to 
or less than 0.5 //m. (Sec support on page 1 1, line 1 1 through page 1 2, line 2) ^ 

Accordingly, new claim 4 patcntably distinguishes over Ghosh and Fukuda, and Iho 
other references, taken alone or in combination, inider 35 U.S.C. §102 or 35 U.S.C. §103. Q 
In view of the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that the instajit application is in ^3 
condition for allowance. Accordingly, it is respectfully requested that this application be 
allowed iind a Notice of Allowance issued. Tfthc Examiner believes that a telephone 
conference would be advantageous to the disposition of this case, the Hxamincr is requested to 
telephone the undersigned for any reason. 
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If thorc"arc any duirgcs with respect to this amendment, or Qthcr%^iserplcasc;chargCv/ith 
Uicm to J^cposii Account No. 06-1 130 maintained by Applicant's allomcys, . 



KespectfuUy submillcd, 
CANTOR C0L3URN LLP 



Daniel P. Lent 
Registration No. 44,867 
CANTOR COLBURN LLP 
55 Griffin Road South 
Blooinfield, CT 06002 
Telephone (860) 286-2929 
Facsimile (860) 286-0115 
Customer No. 23413 
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